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make sure that we give the resources,
the freedom, and the flexibility to our
teachers so that they can help shape
the character of our children. Teachers
can help establish the fundamentals
upon which our children will prosper
and, hopefully, one day succeed at
whatever their dream may be.

For those who have taught me, to my
family which has served the education
community, I want to extend a special
thank you to them all.
f

ENCOURAGING BROWNFIELD
DEVELOPMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida). Under the Speaker’s
announced policy of January 21, 1997,
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. VIS-
CLOSKY] is recognized during morning
hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to urge my colleagues to join me
in promoting an effective way to en-
courage the redevelopment of aban-
doned, idled or underutilized commer-
cial and industrial sites known as
brownfields. Nationwide, brownfields
are often overlooked for redevelopment
because of real or perceived contamina-
tion. As a result, developers frequently
turn to undeveloped greenfield sites.
This creates a vicious cycle of lost tax
revenues and job opportunities for
local residents, while the brownfields
are not cleaned up.

There is wide bipartisan support for
measures that would encourage the re-
development of brownfields. Although
the specifics have not yet been worked
out, I am pleased that the recent budg-
et agreement contains a brownfields
initiative to assist cities in cleaning up
contaminated sites as part of a broader
economic redevelopment strategy.

Effective brownfield redevelopment
must create jobs, clean the environ-
ment and generate economic activity
in our urban areas. However, we must
not start a race to the bottom where
cleanup standards are sacrificed on the
altar of brownfield renewal. We must
ensure that brownfield redevelopment
does not become a back door to let pol-
luters off the hook. A final product
that does not meet these reasonable
standards falls short of a readily
achievable goal.

In March, I introduced the
Brownfield Cleanup and Redevelop-
ment Act, H.R. 1206. This legislation
would establish a process whereby
States with EPA-certified voluntary
cleanup programs would be authorized
to make final decisions regarding the
cleanup of low- and medium-priority
brownfield sites. To date, roughly three
dozen States have implemented or are
in the process of implementing vol-
untary cleanup programs. While these
programs have been popular, the bene-
fits of State cleanup programs will be
significantly enhanced in the context
of a Federal system that, first, encour-
ages Federal-State partnerships; sec-
ond, provides legal finality to the
cleanup process; and, third, removes

Federal requirements for certain proce-
dural permits for cleanups conducted
under certified voluntary State pro-
grams.

My bill would expedite the clean up
of eligible brownfield sites while pro-
tecting human health and the environ-
ment and creating jobs. H.R. 1206 is de-
signed to encourage the cleanup of
brownfields by providing certainty and
finality to owners or prospective pur-
chasers that the EPA will not require
additional cleanup after an EPA-ap-
proved State voluntary cleanup has oc-
curred.

My bill makes clear that if State vol-
untary cleanup programs meet certain
criteria and are certified by the EPA,
then approved cleanups conducted by
certified State programs could proceed
in lieu of Superfund. However, under
H.R. 1206, the EPA administrator would
certify State voluntary cleanup pro-
grams based on several criteria includ-
ing, first, adequate opportunities for
meaningful public participation in the
development and implementation of
cleanup plans at eligible facilities; sec-
ond, the provision of adequate tech-
nical assistance, resources, oversight
and enforcement authority; and, third,
certification from the State that the
cleanup of an eligible facility is com-
plete. In addition, certified State pro-
grams could modify Federal permit re-
quirements for eligible facilities to ex-
pedite their cleanups.

However, this bill is narrowly tar-
geted to address only sites that are not
Superfund sites that are not included
on the national priorities list or sub-
ject to enforcement actions. Further,
under H.R. 1206 the EPA explicitly re-
tains its authority to gather informa-
tion on any brownfield site. If it is dis-
covered that the site is contaminated
in such a way that it would not be con-
sidered a low- or medium-priority
brownfield, it will no longer be eligible
as a facility under the legislation, and
EPA would retain full enforcement au-
thority under Superfund.

I also want to briefly highlight an-
other bill I have introduced. It is H.R.
1462 which would authorize $20 million
over 3 years to establish a pilot revolv-
ing loan fund for State voluntary
cleanup programs. Because of their ex-
perience in administering targeted
loan assistance programs, States are in
a good position to use Federal funds to
support local cleanup and redevelop-
ment projects. Under H.R. 1462 States
would provide a 20-percent match and
begin repaying loans within 5 years.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
sponsor these bills which will build
upon existing redevelopment efforts.
By creating a distinct beginning and
end to the voluntary cleanup process,
businesses and jobs will be more at-
tracted to unproductive brownfields as
opposed to undeveloped farmland and
other greenfield sites.

TRIBUTE TO MY TEACHER,
FATHER JOHN PUTKA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from Colo-
rado, Mr. BOB SCHAFFER, is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BOB SCHAFFER of Colorado.
Mr. Speaker, today is National Teacher
Appreciation Day, and we celebrate
this all week long. I am reminded
today especially of the teachers that
have had such a profound influence in
my life, and powerful influence at that,
not the least of which was my father, a
school teacher for his whole career, re-
tired now; taught in a government-
owned school system in which I did not
live and did not have the chance to at-
tend there, but he had the good sense
to send me to another school where I
had the opportunity to learn from this
man here who I brought a picture of
today.

Mr. Speaker, this picture is from
January 7, and the man, this is me over
here on the left, the man at the right
here is Father John Putka who my col-
leagues will find at the University of
Dayton presently. This was the day
that I got sworn in, and this was a
teacher who made the trip here to the
U.S. Capitol to celebrate the occasion,
and I have to tell my colleagues that
there are many, many individuals
throughout this country who have been
inspired by Father John Putka.

Now he was my high school teacher
at More High School in Cincinnati, OH.
It is a Catholic school and one that is
run by the Marianist Brothers, which
Father Putka is a member of that holy
order, and Father Putka was my senior
Christian marriage teacher. Now he
taught several different topics. His
training is in political science, and in
law, in philosophy and divinity, and he
manages to bring all of those dis-
ciplines together in a way that has
such a remarkable influence upon the
lives of all of the students that have
had an opportunity to sit in the chairs
before him.

It is interesting about this picture it-
self, because when we were having it
prepared and it was downstairs in one
of the offices, one of the staff members
who was preparing this did not want to
part with it, and the reason was be-
cause she had the opportunity to learn
from Father Putka too, as it turned
out.

I have to tell my colleagues that it is
unfortunate that there are not more
students throughout the country that
have a chance to learn in the kind of
setting that I had an opportunity to
learn in and that many students do
throughout the country, but still not
enough. I was able to attend this
school because choice, school choice,
was something that was available to
me and to my family and to my broth-
er and sister and others in my commu-
nity. It was an opportunity for me to
choose which kinds of education set-
tings made the most sense for me. For
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me this was the setting that was most
meaningful and most purposeful.

This was the setting under Father
Putka where we learned quite a lot
about character and character edu-
cation. We learned quite a lot about
our history as a great Nation, a nation
where, as our Founders observed in our
Declaration of Independence, is a na-
tion where we are organized around
certain God-given unalienable rights to
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness and that our Founders appealed to
the Almighty for the rectitude of their
intentions, and in fact they pledged to
each other their lives and their for-
tunes and their sacred honor with a
firm reliance upon the protection of
that same divine providence.

Now those are lessons that I would
submit one does not learn everywhere.
They are lessons that frighten some
people when it comes right down to it
because there are many people in gov-
ernment schools and in government
settings and centralized bureaucracies
who are afraid of the lessons that peo-
ple like Father Putka teach their stu-
dents. They are afraid that individuals
might take his lessons seriously about
not being conformed to this world,
about renewal of the mind, that we
may recognize what is good, what is
bad, what is perfect, what is imperfect,
what is proper and improper. Those are
lessons that more and more students
need to learn and need to hear, espe-
cially here in America.

Father Putka keeps in touch with his
students; I can assure my colleagues of
that. He kept in touch with me when I
was a State senator back in Colorado.
For 9 years I would hear from him fre-
quently on issues that we were dealing
with in the State legislature, issues
dealing with family, issues dealing
with life and death, euthanasia, all
kinds of topics of those sorts. I spoke
with him often about the relevance of
our Constitution and the decisions that
we make every day. A constitutional
scholar, he has reminded me every sin-
gle day, recalling from those lessons at
More High School in his classroom
about how we organize ourselves as
Americans and how we are, in fact,
governed by that Constitution.

Teachers like Father Putka under-
stand full well that the students that
they teach are in fact messengers that
we send off to a distant time, and what
message will they carry? They will be
future leaders perhaps, they will be
business leaders and government lead-
ers and perhaps even spiritual leaders
or maybe teachers themselves. What
message will they convey?

Mr. Speaker, I can tell my colleagues
that the message I am here to convey
is that we have to move away from a
centralized bureaucratic structure of
public schooling. The Republican Party
is committed to the freedom to teach
and the liberty to learn. We believe full
well that every student in America
ought to have the same choices I did to
choose the educational setting of their
choice, the same kind of choices that

occurred to our President here in
Washington, DC.

Mr. Speaker, congratulations to all
the teachers throughout the country
today on this commemoration of their
profession.
f
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REVITALIZE PELL GRANT
PROGRAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. MCGOVERN] is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for
5 minutes.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
this morning to express my strongest
support for increased funding for the
Pell Grant Program. In developing a
national education strategy and in con-
structing an economic vision for the
future, we must strive to ensure that
every American who wants to go to
college can, in fact, afford to go to col-
lege.

The tax system is one way of provid-
ing relief to families attempting to put
a child through college, but tax credits
and deductions alone will not make
higher education more affordable for
every working family.

As the Boston-based Education Re-
sources Institute has reported, low-in-
come students need grant aid to help
cover tuition costs. Otherwise, an en-
tire community could effectively be
shut out of the American dream.

As I have met with the presidents of
universities, community colleges, and
vocational and technical schools
throughout my congressional district
in Massachusetts, I hear everyone say-
ing the same thing: We need more
grant aid and we need increased fund-
ing for Pell grants.

These educators understand that stu-
dents are struggling to meet rising col-
lege costs. The average tuition in a 4-
year public college in Massachusetts is
over $4,000. The average private school
costs nearly 4 times that amount. In
1980 through 1981, the average Pell
grant award paid for 26 percent of the
total annual cost of attending a 4-year
public institution. Today the average
award covers only 16 percent of that
cost.

What happened? The problem with
Pell grant funding comes not from in-
stitutions of higher learning, Mr.
Speaker, but rather from a Congress
that has neglected to keep financial
aid awards consistent with the rising
cost of living. In announcing the recent
budget agreement, the White House
noted that the President’s mere $300 in-
crease for Pell grant is the largest such
increase in the past two decades.

This sad reality is an indictment of
Congress’ failure to truly commit itself
to expanding educational opportunity
for all of our young people. While con-
gressional appropriations for Pell
grants have increased modestly over
the last 17 years, the real dollar

amount for the grant when adjusted for
inflation has actually decreased by 13
percent during this period.

The Pell Grant Program is the heart
of Federal grant aid for families in
need. It targets those students most
likely not to attend college because of
a lack of funds. These are the children
of modest income working families and
those of middle income families who
are struggling to send several children
to college at the same time.

Mr. Speaker, President Clinton has
proposed raising the maximum Pell
grant award from its present level of
$2,700 to $3,000. But to be frank, this
modest increase, while welcome, sim-
ply will not cut it. If education is truly
at the top of our national agenda, our
Federal investment must reflect this
fact.

That is why Senator PAUL
WELLSTONE and I have introduced leg-
islation to increase the maximum Pell
grant to $5,000, bringing the award to
the level at which it was created, ad-
justed for inflation. This legislation is
supported by respected groups like the
American Jewish Committee, the Na-
tional Urban League, the Education
Trust, the National Association of La
Raza, the National Association of So-
cial Workers, the NAACP, and the U.S.
Student Association.

The cost of increased funding for Pell
grants is not prohibitive. Last year,
the Pell Grant Program totaled $6.4
billion and benefited about 3.4 million
students in this country. My bill re-
quires about $7 billion more per year,
less than three-tenths of 1 percent of
the Federal budget. And we should re-
member that Pell grants pay a huge
dividend in the form of a more produc-
tive, highly educated work force.

I am committed to balancing the
budget, Mr. Speaker, and I believe
every dollar that the Government
spends must be viewed in this frame-
work. But balancing the budget is all
about making choices. And when it
comes to investing in our children’s
education, I am absolutely convinced
that America’s future hangs in the bal-
ance.

On this issue then, we simply cannot
pinch pennies. Every American child
deserves the opportunity to become a
productive member of our society. As
we move into the 21st century, we must
guarantee that no student who aspires
to a college education is left behind
simply because she or he cannot afford
it. An ever adjusting Pell grant fund
for inflation is one way to avert such a
tragedy.
f

NATIONAL TEACHER
APPRECIATION DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from
South Dakota [Mr. THUNE] is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for
5 minutes.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. Speaker, today I
also want to pay tribute to the many
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